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of die mathematical climate tie has ceased to be able to see simple
truths which any journalist or mother of six takes for granted.
Disraeli said that it is easier to be critical than to be correct. He
might have added that most people are less anxious to be correct
than to avoid criticism. Being correct in teaching is putting over
as much of your meaning as you can. The fact that a scientific
or mathematical exposition can be faultlessly clear to anyone
who can be induced to follow it is not ofcitself an educational
achievement. If it is excruciatingly tiresome, no one will be
induced to follow it So its value as an act of communication
will be nil.

Thirty or forty years ago a movement for the reform of
mathematical teaching sponsored a luxuriant overgrowth of
pedagogic literature with which we are still saddled. It amounted
to this. Anyone with the wit to think up a slightly different
arrangement of the propositions of Euclid could find a publisher
and establish his credentials as an authentic pioneer. The educa-
tional world was shaken to its foundations by the daring
announcement that Euclid had been banished from the classroom,
and the same dismal figures reappeared in the new text-books
without any visible stigmata to distinguish them from illustrations
in extant mediaeval transktions of Al Karismi's works. In so far
as this succession of tedious familiarities had any intelligent
rationale, I suppose the theory behind it was to give the teaching
of elementary mathematics a more cohereiit logical texture.

How far pioneers of pre-war days achieved their end is not of
much interest in this context. My submission is that their aims
were based on an assumption which is certainly gratuitous. The
assumption is that mathematics is a problem-subject, because it
makes exorbitant demands for clear, consistent, and closely knit
thinking. "Whether this belief is right or wrong, it belongs to the
province of psychology rather than of mathematics. Great
proficiency in mathematics confers no special qualifications for
deciding whether it is true.

My own view is that it is entirely wrong. As a biologist I do
not underestimate the prevalence of individual, often inborn,